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BEFORE THE 
OIL & GAS BOARD OF REVIEW 
RAYMOND BRANHAM, 
Appellant, 
-vs-
DONALD L. MASON, CHIEF, 
DMSION OF OIL & GAS, 
Appellee. 
Appeal No. 579 
Review of Chief s Order 95-49 
FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS 
& ORDER OF THE BOARD 
Appearances: Raymond Branham, AppeIIant, Jl!1l g; Ray-mond Studer, Assistant Attorney 
General, Counsel for Appellee Division of Oil & Gas. 
Date Issued: tll4rt!h J q, Jqq 7 
BACKGROUND 
This matter came before the Oil & Gas Board of Review upon appeal by 
Raymond Branham from Chiefs Order 95-49. This Order required Max Becker dba RUMA, 
Inc., Noramco,. Inc. or Raymond Branham to bring operations with regards to nine oil & gas 
wells into compliance with the law. 
On Iune 26, 1996, this cause came on for hearing before four members of the Oil 
& Gas Board of Review. At hearing, the parties presented evidence and examined witnesses 
appearing for and against them. 
After a review of the Record, the Oil & Gas Board of Review makes the 
following· findings of fact and conclusions of law. 
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ISSUE 
The issues presented by this appeal are: Whether Raymond BraDham, as the 
pumper of, and assignee of a 12% workinl interest in, six oU & las wells [on the Matlack 
lease], g respoDSible to brina these six wells into compliance with the law. Secondly, 
whether Raymond BraDham, as the pumper of three additional wells [on the Gifford lease], 
is responsible to brina these three weDs into compliance with the law. 
Ohio's oil & gas law defines a well wownerw as the person who has the right to 
produce a well. ~ O.R.C. §1S09.12. An wownerw is responsible to assure that wells are 
operated in compliance with the law. This case involves nine wells. Each of these wells was 
found to be in noncompliance with the requirements of O.R.C. Chapter 1509. Mr. Branham 
pumped all nine wells and holds a working interest in six of the nine wells. 
F~~S OF FACT 
1. This case involves nine oil & gas wells located in Bern Township, Athens 
County, Ohio. Three of these wells are covered under the Gifford Lease. The remaining six 
wells are covered under the Matlack Lease. 
2. On January 11, 1993, Mr. Raymond Branham received, by recorded 
Assignment and Bill of Sale from Petro Energy, Inc., a 12 % working interest in the six wells 
covered by the Matlack Lease. 
3. Mr. Branham became involved in pumping the nine wells about four years 
ago. Mr. Branham wlooks afterW the six Matlack wells, for which he holds a working interest. 
Mr. Branham also wlooks afterw the three Gifford wells, for which he holds no assigned interest. 
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4. Max Becker dba RUMA, Inc. is located in Newbury Park, California. Mr. 
Branham informed Division Inspector Stonerock that he was -handling everything for Max 
Becker here in Ohio- and that he was -taking over as far as operating the wells. - [Testimony 
of R. Stonerock.] Mr. Btanham's telephone number is listed as the emergency number on all 
nine wells. 
S. There is no written operating agreement between Mr. Branham and either 
Max Becker dba RUMA, Inc. or Noramco, Inc. 
6. The Division's records identified the owner/operator of the six Matlack and 
three Gifford wells as various entities over time, including Max Becker dba RUMA, Inc., 
Noramco, Inc., Frank Barton, Sam Harris, Two Bts Gas Corp., and Petro Energy, Inc. 
7. The last entity carrying bond on the Matlack wells was Norarnco, Inc. 
That bond has expired. 
8. There have been no documents flled with the Division of Oil & Gas 
transferring ownership of the Gifford or Matlack wells to Mr. Branham. However, the Division 
presented at hearing a lease assignment, transferring a 12 % working interest in the Matlack 
wells to Mr. Branham. 
9. Inspections by Division of Oil & Gas Inspector Robert Stonerock revealed 
the following information regarding the condition of the nine wells in question: 
WELL I BRANHAM'S NON-COMPLIANCE OR 
LEASE INTEREST CONDmON OF WELL 
Permit 441-A Branham = pumper contamination and' pollution on 
Gifford Lease / operator site [Mr. Branham undertook 
some efforts to abate this 
condition) 
Permit 1410 Branham = pumper brine and fresh water leaching 
Gifford Lease / operator through dike wall 
Permit 1419 Branham = pumper well incapable of production 
Gifford Lease / operator 
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WELL I 
LEASE 
Permit 1788 
Matlack Lease 
Permit 1789 
Matlack Lease 
Permit 3407 
Matlack Lease 
Permit 3406 
Matlack Lease 
Permit 3413 
Matlack Lease 
Permit 3414 
Matlack Lease 
BRANHAM'S 
INTERFST 
Branham = ~umper 
I owner of 1 % 
working interest 
Branham = ~umper 
I owner of 1 % 
working interest 
Branham = ~umper 
I owner of I % 
workin2 interest 
Branham = ~umper 
I owner or 1 % 
working interest 
Branham .. = owner 
of 12 % working 
interest 
Branham = ~umper 
I owner of 1 % 
working interest 
NON-COMPLIANCE OR 
CONDITION OF WELL 
well incapable of production 
well incapable of production 
well incapable of production 
well incapable of production 
well plugged in 1989 under a 
pemut issued to Noramco, Inc.; 
no final restoration of well site 
well incapable of production 
< 
10. The Division's fues show no surety bond or liability insurance in effect on 
any of these nine wells. 
11. None of the nine wells were legibly identified during inspections by the 
Division. 
12. No annual statements of production on these nine wells were flIed WIth the 
Division of Oil" Gas for calendar years 1993 and 1994. 
13. On November 22, 1995, the Chief of the Division of Oil " Gas issued 
Chief's Order 95-49. This order identified the owners of the nine wells in question as Max 
Becker dba RUMA, Inc., Noramco, Inc. and Raymond Branham. 
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14. Chiefs Order 95-49 suspended any and all oU & gas well drilling and 
producing operations until proper insurance is filed. The order also required the filing of a 
bond. The order required the plugging or production of the wells identified as incapable of 
production. The order required the repair or restoration of wells and well sites associated with 
pollution or contamination. The order required the legible identification of the wells. The order 
required the filing of annual statements of production for years 1993 and 1994. The order 
further required that if the specified actions were not taken to bring these nine wells into 
compliance with the law, the wells must be plugged or transferred to an entity which could 
comply with the law. 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. Pursuant to O.R.C. §l509.36, the Board will affirm the Division Chief if 
the Board finds that the order appealed is lawful and reasonable. 
2. O.R.C. §1509.01(K) defines an ·owner· as: 
. . . the person who has the right to drill on a tract 
or drillirig unit and to drill into and produce from a 
pool and to appropriate the oil or gas that he 
produces therefrom either from himself or for 
others. 
3. As the holder of a working interest in the six Matlack wells, Mr. Branham 
has the right to produce the wells. Therefore, he qualifies as an ·owner· of these six wells. 
4. The issuance of Chiefs Order 95-49 to Raymond Branham was lawful and 
reasonable as regards the six Matlack wells. 
5. As the pumper of the three Gifford wells, Mr. Branham never had the right 
to produce the wells. Therefore, he does not qualify as an • owner· of these three wells. 
4. The issuance of Chiefs Order 95-49 to Raymond Branham was not lawful 
and reasonable as regards the three Gifford wells. 
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DISCUSSION 
Ohio's oil and gas law defines a well ·owner· as a person who has the right to 
produce a well. s= O.R.C. §1509.12. An owner is responsible to assure that wells are 
operatedJn compliance with the law. There may, indeed, exist more than one owner for a well, 
and all persons with sufficient ownership interest are jointly responsible for the well. The 
Division may look to any such owner in its enforcement of the law. The issue ,posed by this 
appeal is what type of interest qualifies a person as an ·owner. W 
The facts reveal that Mr. Branham was the pumper/operator of the nine wells at 
issue. Max Becker dba RUMA, Inc. is listed on many of the Division's documents as the 
·ownerw of the Gifford wells. Becker dba RUMA, Inc. is also listed as the owner on some 
documents involving the Matlack wells. Another entity, Noramco, held bond on the Matlack 
wells, and obtained a permit to plug well #3413. Mr. Branham was not listed as an owner in 
the Division's records for any of the wells. 
There can, however, be more than one owner on a well. On the Matlack lease, 
Mr. Branham not only acted as the pumper/operator, but he also owned a 12% working interest. 
This Board has held that a ·working interest· can confer ownership under Chapter 1509. R.. 
Gardner y. Houser, Oil & Gas Board of Review appeal #165 [April 10, 1986]. 
Mr. Branham's working interest was documented in a recorded lease assignment. 
Ownership of a well may be established through proof that a person is an assignee under a lease. 
Trenton Ener&y. Inc. v. Houser, Oil & Gas Board of Review appeal #64 [February 15, 1984]. 
The Board finds that the existence of a recorded lease assignment of a working interest may be 
viewed by the Cruef as indicia of ownership. 
As regards the six wells covered by the Matlack lease, for which Mr. Branham 
holds a working interest, the Board FINDS that his interest is sufficient to establish him as an 
·owner. • 
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However, the Division did not prove that Mr. Branham possesses a similar 
working interest in the three wells covered by the Gifford lease. The Division produced no 
proof at hearing that Mr. Branham· possesses any ownership interest under the Gifford lease. 
It appears that, with regard to these three wells, Mr. Branham is merely the pumper and the 
local liaison between the Division and an out-of-state owner. The Board FINDS that with regard 
to the three Gifford wells, Mr. Branham is not an owner. 
ORDER 
Based upon the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of law, the Board 
hereby MODIFIES Chief's Order 95-49 to indicate that Mr. Raymond Branham is an owner of 
only those wells covered by the Matlack lease [permit nos. 1788, 1789, 3406, 3407, 3413 & 
3414]. WHEREFORE, Mr. Branham's responsibility to bond, insure, produce, plug or transfer 
under Chief's Order 95-49 shall be limited only to the Matlack wells. 
*ABSTAIN* 
BENITA KAHN, Secretary 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR APPEAL 
This decision may be appealed·to the Court of Common Pleas for Franklin County, 
within thirty days of your receipt of this decision, in accordance with Ohio Revised Code 
11509.37. . 
DISTRIBUTION: 
Raymond Branham 
Certified Mail #: P 260 030 502 
Raymond Studer 
Inter-Office Certified Mail #: 5362 
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IN THE COURT OF COJIIIOH PLEAS 
FRANKLIN COUIfTY r OHIO 
RAYJlOIfD BRAHIIAH 
Appellant, 97 CVF-04-4a09 
v. JUDGE CAlif 
OHIO STATE OIL & GAS 
BOARD OF REVIEW, CHIEF 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) Appellee. 
This matter came on for hearing on the Motion of Donald L. 
Mason, Chief of the Division of oil and Gas, for an Order to Strike 
the Notice of Appeal and to Dismiss the Appeal. The Court being 
advised of the premises herein, hereby ORDERS the Notice of Appeal 
filed on April 17, 1997 striken and the appeal dismissed for the 
failure of the Appellant to file a timely appeal. 
IT IS ~~ ORDERED, pursuant to eiv. R. 54(0), that costs 
shall be borne by Appellant. 
IT IS FURI'HER ORDERED that, pursuant to civ. R. 58, the Clerk 
shall enter this Final Order and Judgment Entry on the Journal of 
this court and, within three (3) days thereafter, serve the parties 
in the manner prescribed by civ. R. 5(B) and note service in the 
appearanceu~ocket. 
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ORDERED that this Judgment disposes of all 
among all parties and is final and appealable. 
RECEIVED 
AUG 8 1997 
CIL.MI»", 
m7 FGlfCI 
It is so ORDERED. 
HONORABLE DAVID CAIN 
APPROVED: 
y~ 
OND J. STUD (Reg 10022913) 
sistant Attorney General 
Environmental Enforcement Sec. 
Division of Oil and Gas 
4383 Fountain Sq., Bldg- B-3 
Columbus, OH 43224 
(614) 265-6939 
